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Courtney Hunter, 02-A-1487 
Auburn Correctional Facility 
P.O. Box 618 
Auburn, NY 13021 
Appeal Control No.: 04-167-19 R 
April 1, 2019 revocation of release and imposition of a time assessment of 12 months. 
January 1, 2020 
Appellant's Letter-brief received April 23_, 2019 
Appellant's Letter-brief received May 6, 2019 . 
Appellant's Letter-briefreceived August 20, 2019 
Statement of the Appeals Unit' s Findings ~d Recommendation 
Notice of Violation, Violation of Release Report, Final Hearing Transcript, Parole 
Revocation Decision Notice 
The fndersigned determine that the decision appealed is hereby: 
_ 0mrmed _ Reversed, remanded fo r de novo hearing _ Reversed, violat ion vac.ated 
· · ssi ner--- . _ V~cated fo r de novo review of time assessment only 
___ ...._,_·--'/'--'· """""'--::.;,,~-- ~ffirmed _ Reversed, r emanded fo r de f\OVO hearing 
Modified to ___ _ 
_ Reversed, violation vacated 
_ Vacated fo r de novo review of time assessment only Modified to ___ _ 
~med _ Reversed, remanded for de novo heai:ing _ Reversed, violation vacated 
Commissioner _ Vacated for de novo review of time assessment only Modified to _ _ _ _ 
If the Final Determination is at variance with Findings and Recommendation of Appeals Unit, written 
reasons for the Parole Board 's determination must be annexed hereto. 
This Final Determination, the related Statem.ent of the Appeals Unit's Findings and the separate findin of 
the Parole Board, if any, were mailed to the Inmate and the Inmate's Counsel, if any, on \ )tis; 'J..o /)JI- . . . 
Distribution: Appeals Unit-Appellant - Appellant's Counsel - Inst. Parole File - Central File 
P-2002(B) (11/2018) 
STATE OF NEW YORK – BOARD OF PAROLE 
APPEALS UNIT FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATION 
Name: Hunter, Courtney DIN: 02-A-1487 
Facility: Auburn CF AC No.:  04-167-19 R 
    
Findings: (Page 1 of 2) 
 
Appellant challenges the April 1, 2019 determination of the administrative law judge (“ALJ”), 
revoking release and imposing a 12-month time assessment. The instant offense involved the 
appellant getting into a fistfight with the victim before pulling out a gun and shooting the victim 
three times, including while the victim was on the ground. The parole revocation charges included 
the use of marijuana, the consumption of alcohol, and two charges stemming from an incident 
wherein the appellant was arrested for dragging the victim down his porch stairs, pushing her on 
the ground, and punching her repeatedly in the head with a closed fist. Appellant entered a plea of 
guilty to the charge that he consumed alcohol. Appellant raises the following arguments: 1) the 
12-month time assessment was excessive; 2) the parole officer never asked to test Appellant for 
alcohol consumption; 3) the domestic violence case related to two of the withdrawn charges was 
dismissed; and 4) the ALJ coerced Appellant into pleading guilty and imposed a longer time 
assessment because of the domestic violence-related charges that were withdrawn. These 
arguments are without merit.  
 
The record reflects Appellant, who was represented by counsel at the final revocation hearing, 
pleaded guilty to one charge with the understanding that the ALJ would impose a 12-month time 
assessment pursuant to a joint recommendation by the parties.  The guilty plea was entered into 
knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily.  Consequently, his guilty plea forecloses this challenge.  
See Matter of Steele v. New York State Div. of Parole, 123 A.D.3d 1170, 998 N.Y.S.2d 244 (3d Dept. 
2014); Matter of Gonzalez v. Artus, 107 A.D.3d 1568, 1569, 966 N.Y.S.2d 710, 711 (4th Dept. 
2013).  
 
Appellant’s knowing and voluntary guilty plea establishes that he violated parole in an 
important respect and precludes this challenge to the sufficiency of the evidence and the penalty.  
Matter of Harris v. Evans, 121 A.D.3d 1151, 993 N.Y.S.2d 790 (3d Dept. 2014); Matter of Steele 
v. New York State Div. of Parole, 123 A.D.3d 1170, 998 N.Y.S.2d 244 (3d Dept. 2014); Matter of 
Taylor v. NYS Division of Parole, 108 A.D.3d 953, 968 N.Y.S.2d 808, 809 (3d Dept. 2013); Matter 
of Holdip v. Travis, 9 A.D.3d 825, 779 N.Y.S.2d 382 (4th Dept. 2004); Matter of Fuller v. Goord, 
299 A.D.2d 849, 849, 749 N.Y.S.2d 628, 629 (4th Dept. 2002), lv. denied, 100 N.Y.2d 531, 761 
N.Y.S.2d 592 (2003).   
 
Appellant’s argument that his domestic violence case was dismissed is unavailing. The charges 
related to the domestic violence incident were withdrawn. As long as one charge is properly 
sustained, alleged defects as to the remaining charges become irrelevant.  People ex rel. Manton v. 
Von Holden, 86 A.D.2d 967, 448 N.Y.S.2d 294 (4th Dept.), app. den. 56 N.Y.2d 505, 451 
N.Y.S.2d 1027 (1982); Braffman v. New York State Bd. of Parole, 66 A.D.2d 799, 411 N.Y.S.2d 
38 (2d Dept. 1978).   
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Appellant’s contention that the ALJ imposed a longer time assessment because of the domestic 
violence-related charges that were withdrawn is without merit. There is a presumption of honesty 
and integrity that attaches to Judges and administrative fact-finders.  See People ex rel. Carlo v. 
Bednosky, 294 A.D.2d 382, 383, 741 N.Y.S.2d 703 (2d Dept. 2002); People ex. rel. Johnson v. 
New York State Bd. of Parole, 180 A.D.2d 914, 916, 580 N.Y.S.2d 957, 959 (3d Dept. 1992).  There 
is also nothing in the record to support Appellant’s claim that his plea was coerced by the ALJ.  
Matter of Thorpe v. Fischer, 53 A.D.3d 1003, 1004, 862 N.Y.S.2d 636, 637 (3d Dept. 2008).   
 
Finally, the ALJ acted within his discretion to impose a 12-month time assessment pursuant to 9 
N.Y.C.R.R. § 8005.20(c)(1).  The time assessment was reasonable under the circumstances.  See, 
e.g., Matter of Rosario v. New York State Div. of Parole, 80 A.D.3d 1030, 915 N.Y.S.2d 385 (3d 
Dept. 2011); Matter of Drayton v. Travis, 5 A.D.3d 891, 892, 772 N.Y.S.2d 886 (3d Dept. 2004). 
 
Recommendation:  Affirm. 
